
October ID. 2003 

tommlssloner Michael J Copps 
Fedeml tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FtGmsndated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such e pollcy would be bad (or Innmtlon, consumer rights, and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competklve mark t  for consumer electronlcr must be rooled In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allawlng mwle studios to veto features d DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studloo to tell technoiogiPts 
what new products they can create ThlS wlll result In product9 that don't necessarlly reflect what coniumers llke me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnkrlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for dWICB8 that llmn my rlghta at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology Tor dlgtta televlslon Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Michael Sattler 
53 States Street 
San Franclsco, CA 941 14 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Comrnlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fsdera Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to VOlCe my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "bmadcsst flag" technology for dlgtta televlslon As B 
conrumer and Cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon e( D N  

A robust compettke mark t  tor consumer electronti must be rooted In manuhcturen' eb l lb  to Innovate for thelr 
cudomem Allawlng mwle studlor to veto features of DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect What consumers llke me 
actually want. and n could result In me bclng charged more money for lnferlorfunalonal~ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Illcely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hellwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgnal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

tonnle McCue 
811 West Grand Avenue % I O  
Oakland, CA 94612 
USA 
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OEtOber 10. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlon~ ComrnlSSlon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandnted adoptlon d "brondcast flog" technology for dlgltal television Aa a 
consumer and cklzen. I reel strongly that such a pollcy would be h d  for Innmtlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d D N  

A robust. competitive mark t  tor consumer electMnlcs mud  be rooted In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto fentum d DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlsts 
whnt new products they can create Thlr wlll mrult In products that don't necersarlly reflect What consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and k could r e w k  h me belng charged more money tor lnhrlor functlonallty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recewars 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more 701 devices that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandnte 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgttal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

sincerely, 

Irene Shaw 
4108 Cross Creek Coun 
Apt A 
Ralelgh, NC 27607 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federnl Commumcahons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I yn umhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fla& technology for di@d 
relension. As a consumer and nhzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of JYW. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer Jectcozucs must be rooted m manufacmrers' ability to movnte for 
thar customers. Allowng movie studos to veto feature3 of JYW-recephon equpment wll enable the shldios to 
tell technologsts what near products they can create. ' R u s  d result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually wan$ and it could result in me being chaced more money for infenor 
funchondty. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkcly to make an mveshnent m DTV-capable 
recetvers and orher equipment. I d not pay more for denccs that limit my u&t5 at the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. 'Ihank you for your hmc. 

Sincerely, 

Alison Mundale 
1609 27th ave A 
Seattle, WA 98122 
USA 



To Page 1 d 1 10 15 52 P M ,  10/10103 5413023099 

October 10, 2003 

Comss ioner  Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Communicahons Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnttng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoptton of "broadcast fl4 technology for Agtd  
tele~lsion. As a consumer and ubzen, I feel strongjy that such a pohcy would be bad for innovanon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultunate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty  to innovate for 
thmr customers. Allowmg mone studioi to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment wll  enable the stud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can creak T h s  d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lke  me actually wmt, and it  could result m me bang charged more money for mfenor 
funchondi y. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for dmces that h u t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tcdrnology for d t g d  telension. 'Ihank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Brucee Stewart 
14970 Coleman Valley Rd. 
Ocodental, CA 95465 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washington, D t 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps. 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposhlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "breidcastflag" technology lor dlgltal talevlslon As a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innowtlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon cd D N  

A robust competltke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllm, to lnnwate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DTV-mcaptlon equlpment wlll enable the 9tudlos to tell technologlsn 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll nrult In produrn that don't necesrarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and i? could result In me belng charged more money b r  lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast ring mandate. I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In ON-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devkes that llmh my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology b r  dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Tracy Stedman 

Tallahassee, FL 32308 
4132 Sllkbay et 

USA 
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October 10,2003 

CommiPsioner Miohnel J Copps 
Fed& Communications Commhiion 
445 12th Street, Mv 
Washhgtw D C 20514 

Dew Michael Copps, 

I am wii* to voice my opposition ta any ECmmdate.3 sdoption of "bmndcp.t 5# tcDhnology fm di&d rcltviion .Q n connunu 
and utireh I fcal Itroqly h t  much n policy would be bad fm h v u t i q  c o r n u  *tP. Md the ultimate ndDptiDm of IYIV 

A robust, competitive market for c o r n u  abohnics m u t  L rooted in mnnufa&xd nWty to h v a t e  for their c U l t m m  &wing 
movie mdion to veto feature# of DTV-receptic~ e q d p n a t  wUl enable tl!d rmdioi to tell technologirtl what new products they CUI 

aeate 'XI will result in produob that don't nccessdy  r e h t  what c o r n e m  U c  me e d u d y  want. and it could r e d t  in me being 
chagcd more money for inferior f u n c t i d t y  

If the FCC Msueo a brondc~& fleg mandnte, 1 would uotuslly be l e i  M y  to mske M mwsbmnt in D'W-capable mceivm and other 
equipment I will not pay more fhr deviccl thst limit my +b at the behest of Hollywood Pleplt do not m&te brondcamt t lq  
technology for d@nl teltvilion Thank you for your time 

sincerely, 

Erin Blnier 
303 E W  43rd Sweet, #28a 
ti280 
New YorkNY 10017 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am,,writing to voice my oPPoSition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would bs bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me bclng charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywmd Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Esther Bamberg 
954 Curtis Avenue 
Santa Clara. CA 95051 
USA 
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Octcba 10,2003 

Commirdonar Michael 1 Coppi 
F e d 4  Communicatia~ C&sion 

Washington.DC 20554 

Dear Michael Copp~, 

I MI writing to voice my oppodticn to any FCC-mmdntcd adopth of '"tadout i lag  technnlogy fm di&d televidon PII P c m e r  
d citizcn. I fed ntrcngly thnt moh n p o k y  would be bad fm h d i m ,  COIIMIIU i@. nnd the ultimate adoption of wv 

A 1-0- competitive markct for conmner chctmdw mwt ba motsd in mrnutiohmd uWty to hvub for thair &m &wing 
movie rr~dloi to vctc fenrurem of W v - r e c q h n  qutpmslt will enable the rmdios to tcll techndo&b what new pod- they CM 

mente Thh WU r c d t  in produca that don? neceoidy mdsct wlvt conmmm Uka me pchlnlly w e  end it could r e d t  in me bcing 
chnrged more money for inferior fnncikmdity 

If the FCC umwo P brondc& flag mandnte. I would d y  ba lsii likmly to mnke M invembnmt in M"-cnpnbla receivm d other 
equipment 1 will not pay more fm devieeu that limit my &ha at the behemt of HoPy.uocd Plense do not m d t c  handcart flag 
technology for Qitnl t c l d c n  T h d  you for your time 

sincerely, 

44s 12th S a c f  Nw 

Eric Skff 
2305 29th Street, apt 3c 
Ano& NY 11105 
USA 



October IO, 2003 

Comrnlssloner Mkhael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wdshlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchaei Copps, 

I am WrRlng to voles my opposklon to any FCGrnandated adoption d"brondcsstfIag" technology tor digltal telwlslan As n 
consumer and cltlzen. I reel OtronQly that Such a p o k y  would be bad tor Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlan d DTV 

A robust, compettttve market tor consumer elemnka mu.l be rWtCd In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allawlng mwle studlos to veto hi turea d DlV-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlfi 
what new products they ern create Thla wlll result In prcduch that don't nacamrlly reflect what eonsumera I l k  me 
actually wlnt, and n could result In me belng charged more money tor Interlorrun*lonallty 

Ir the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate I would actually be leas ilkely to mako an Investment In DlV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devices that llmk my rlghb at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast riag technology tor diglhrl televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Jenn Ollkler 
1500 Larch cir#202 
Pelm Boy, FL 32905 
USA 
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Octobcr 10,2003 

C o m m i i i k  Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications C o d s i o n  
445 12th SUt& NW 
Wplhingtcn, D C 20554 

Dnsr M i D h d  Copps, 

I nm wri* to voice my oppodtirm to any FCC-mMdnttd sdoptiom 0f"bondcwt 
and citizen, I feel otrongly that ouch a policy would be bad for innovatioh crmflllller M b ,  and the ultimate ad+n of D N  

A robust. competitive market for c o m e r  electronici murt be rooted in manufnclwm ability to innovate for their curtmnan nuOwiq 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipnuit wiU a b l e  the studios to tell technolo@ what new p d u c t l  they can 
clcate lh is  wiU renult in productn that don't n t c c n d y  rcfkct what crmflllllm like me pctuplly want and it could r c d t  in mc being 
&qed morn money for inferior f u n c t i d i y  

If the FCC i r m s  a broadcarrt &ag mandpto. 1 would ncluaUy bo Lam likely to mnkm an hvnhmt  in DlV-cnpnhla receivm md other 
equipment I will not pay more for dnvicns that lhnlt my r!& st the brhtal of H m o o d  
technology for digital tclcviaion ThpnL you for y o u  time 

tcehnology for Wtnl telcvidom .u a cmuumer 

do not mandnte twadcwt @ 

sincacly, 

lames Scinnnn 
201 S 4th St 11525.A 
san JOBC. CA 95 112 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am writlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology (or dlglhl televlslon AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly thnt such a polky would be tad b r  Innovatbn, consumer rlghts and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon al D l V  

A robust. competitive mark t  (or eonrumer electronics must be mded In rnanuhctunn' ablltty to Innovate (or tkelr 
customen Allewlng movle studlos to veto hatuna of DN-mceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologha 
what new products they can create Thls wlll mruk In pmducb thet don't necenarlly reflect what conrumen Ilk me 
aaually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money b r  lnhrlor functloneltty 

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, I would ectually be lesa llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recekers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay mom b r  d W k M  thet llmlt my rlghta i t  the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology br dlghsl televlslon Think you b r  your the .  

Slncerely, 

Manuel Lorn 
7115 WALSMLEY AVENUE 
APT 4 
New Orleans, LA 70125 
USA 



October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons tornrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrklng to wlce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adopt!nn of "broadcast flag" technology (or dlgltal televlslon As n 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such a p l lcy  would be bnd tar Innavltlon. consumer rlghts and the uklmnte 
adoptlon cd D N  

A robust, cornpetklve market tar conrumer electronkr must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' ablltty to lnnwate lor thelr 
curtamers Allawlng mdvle studlor to veto katures of DlV-MCepllan aqulpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlots 
what new producta they can create Thlr will reauk In producta that don't necerrarlly nrlect what conrumen 11ke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tar lnlerlor lunctlonalhy. 

IT the FCC lsrues a broadcast riag mandate, I m u l d  actually be leis Ilkely to mak. an Investment In DN-capable tacebrs 
and other equlprnent I WIII not pay more tar dsvkes that llmk my rlghts nt me behest of Hollywaod Please do not mandnte 
broadcast riag technology Tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you ror your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Scott Smkh 
21510 Se 392nd St 
Enurnclew, WA 98022 
USA 
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October IO. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlaslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to voice my opposttlon to any FCGmandated adoption of "broadcast flag' technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that auch a pollcy w u l d  be lmd for Innantlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competltlve market b r  consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablll?y to Innovate for thelr 
c u m m e n  Allowlng movle studlor to veto feature9 of DlV-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos M tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thln wlll result In products that don't nrcrarnrlly reflect what conwmers I l k  me 
actually m n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlor functlonaltly 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to malm an Investment In DN-capable recehm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlcen that llmlt my rlghta at the beheat ol Hollyweod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlpltal televtnlon Thank you for your tlma. 

Slncerely, 

Paul Phllllps 
708 N J h h  3 
Seattle, WA 98103 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

C~mmirrioncr Michael J Coppn 
Federal Communicntiotu CommBdon 
445 12th Streef NW 
WMhk@on, D C 20554 

Dear MicM Copps. 

1 nm writing to voice my opponition to m y  FCC-mudated Pdoptim of "brondcwt ihg technoloay for &tal televidon .b a c m e r  
nnd ci- I feel strondy that much a policy would be bad for h v a t i m s  c~tvumer &b. nnd tha ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for c o m m e r  eleotronics must be rooted in mmufaolwm' atility to innovate for thdr cwtomm Auowiq 
movie rtudioa to veto featores of DT-recCptirm equipment will a b l e  the rtudios to tcll technologLtl what new p d u c b  they c m  
create Tli~ wil l  result in products ulnt don? necenidy  r e h t  whpt connunn  like me actudy wnnt, m d  it could r e d t  in me b e i q  
c h q e d  m m  money for inferior fmctionnlity 

If the FCC h u e s  n brosdcart t lq  mandata. I wodd pctunlly ta L s n  lilraly to make M invertmat in DTV-capable rcceivm md o h  
equipment I will not pay m m  for dcviccs that 1Mt my rbht. s t  tha behe* of Hollywood do not mandate broadcart 
technology for digital televidon Thnnk you for your time 

sincercly, 

D MMillnr 
12529 - 35th Ave NE 
Apt #ZOZ 
Seattle, WA 98125 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This vi11 result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Kermit Woodall 
1910 Byrd Ave STE 204 
Richmond. VA 23230 
USA 



October IO. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I nm wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flig" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a polly would be bad lor Innovation, consumer rights and the ultimate 
ndoptlon ol DTV 

A robust. competltbe market lor consumer eleetronks must be rocted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for their 
cunomen Allawlng movle studios to veto haturns d DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell t e c h n o l o g l ~  
what new produch they can create This will mult In producta tkM don't necenarlly reflect what consumen like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor I n h h r  funetlonalttj 

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, I wuld ictually be lesa llkely to mike an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equipment I will not pay more lor dev lwi  that llmk my rlghta at the behest ol Hollywdod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlghl televlalon Think you lor your time. 

sincerely, 

Brooks Seymore 
2048 S 224th St, Apt C-303 
Des Molnes, WA 98198 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commucahons Comnussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhgton,  D.C. 20554 

Dear Mchd Copps, 

I am wvntmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcnst fld technology for d i g d  
telmsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I fed stron$y thnt such a pohcywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robus& compehhve market for consumcr electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' awty to movate for 
their customers. AUowng mome studtoa to veto features of DTV-recephon equpmcnt wl l  enable the rtudtos to 
tell technolopsts what new products they can create. 

I currently tune-shft television broadcasts for penod  ncwmg on a re+ basis. Imposihon of a broadcast flag 
MI1 h i t  my awty  to do t h ~ s  i s  the future, and thus MV ML1 have no place m my household. I ML1 not pay 
more for dences that l imt my nghts at the behest of Hollyarood. 

Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diptd television. 'Ihank you for your tune. 

Smcerely, 

Robert Howard 
765 N Svnt M u y  Ln NW 
Mane- GA 30064 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Comrmssioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

D e u  Michael Copps, 

I am omhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fl& technology for +tal 
telemsion. As a consumer and ahzcn, I fed strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovnaon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturerr' aMty to innovate for 
thar customers. Allowmg movle studos to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment anll enable the studios to 
tell technologrts what new products they can create. l h r  wll result m producta that don't necessdy reflect 
what conrumers Lke me actually want, and it could result m me bang chqed more money for infenor 
funcbondity. 

If t h e  FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less hkcly to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
recnvers and other equipment. I w d  not pay mora for demces that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for ~I@EI tclmsion. 'Ihank you for your tune. 

Smcerely, 

Chad Russell 
401 McElroy Dr 
Oxford, MS 38655 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

C&dona Michd J C~pps 
F e d 4  CcdnmUnicatiotu Commhdom 
44s 12th street, Nw 
wnnhingtcq D c 20554 

Dear M i c h d  Copps, 

I am writiq to vdcc my oppod!ion to MY FCC-maudated SdDptlrm of"bmadcnrt @" technology for disitpl tclevi.ion h a cmmmer 
and citizen, I feel kirongly that Nch 0 policy would be bad fca h v n t i i o h  ncnmnsr igh. nnd tha ulthnpta dqth of DTV 

A rebut, competitive market for cmumer  electrDnici must bo rooted in mpnufncturen' nbjlily to innovate forthsir ou(tMnldl aUo+ 
movie rmdiDi to veto features of DTV-rccsptirm equipment wUI m b l e  the rhrdiDi to tall teahn&&t# whm new produca Uicy C M  

crente llh will result in pioducti thnt drmr neoeiivily d e n t  Smpt c m m m m  like mn a c i d y  want, and it could rcrvlt in mc beiq 
chaqed more money for inferior funnIimuUy 

If the FCC h e #  n brondcnd * mandatn. I would w t d l y  ba lan liLaly to m h  M invsrbaent in mV-onpnbb rnnaivm md o h  
equipment I will not pay m o n  for device# thnt Mt my d&b i t  the bahat of Hollywood Plem do not &te t6ondcp.t th@ 
technology fnr digital tclevidon Thnnk you for your timn 

Sincerely, 

Chrirrophsr CPines 
13803 FPinvny Illsnd Dr 
Apt 1633 
otlnndo, FL 31837 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Comwssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal C o m m ~ c a h o n s  Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Uchael Copps, 

I am wnbng to voice my oppoaibon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for dip'id 
telemsion. As a consumer and utrzan, I feel strongly that such a phcy  would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compenhve market for consumez electromcr must be rooted in manufacturers' aMty to muovate for 
thmr customers. Allowing mome studios to veto features of m - r e c e p h o n  equipmmt d enable the studios to 
tell tschnolopsts what new products they cnn creato. This wll result m products that don't necessdy rsflsct 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could rasult in me bang chatgod more money for rnfenor 
funchonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sctudy be less Lkely to mpke an rnvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other eqmpen t .  I anll not pay more for dmces that k t  my d&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d i ~ t a l  televrsion. 'Ihmk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Burk 
21910 Fteldvme Ct 
Koty, TX 77450 
USA 



Octobu 10,2003 

C o m m h i m m  Michael J Copps 
Fedad CommUnlc0tioru Commhsion 
445 12th street. Nw 
W&h@O& D C 20554 

Dew Michael Cnppn, 

I am wri- to voice my oppodtirm to MY FCC-mMdntad dopdnn of"bmndcast hg technology for di&l tclsvidon. & D c ~ ~ l l l l u  
and titkc% I fed ntrongly ulpt luoh 0 policy would bc bad for lnnovnth, cauumer right#. nnd the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A r o w  cmnpctitive mwket for c m u u m u  elaotmnicn mwi be m t a d  in mmufacbu& d t y  to h v n t e  for &sir curtemm AUowing 
movie rtudioi to vetc fcnhlrei of DTV-ncsptiOn equipment wUI mble the WI tc tdl techdo@ what new pmducb they can 
crate ' I l i a  vill r c d t  in products ulpt dcmt n e m d y  ndect what conmmsn Eke me d y  want, nnd it could r c d t  in me bchq 
chpgcd mora money for inferior f i n c t i o d ~  

If the FCC Lmm B k00dcart t lq  mandate, I would n c W y  be h S B  likely to makc M invertmat in DTV-cnpnblc recavm nnd ~ t h ~  
equipment I will not p0y more for dcvicn that Mt my right8 at the beheat of Hollywood Pleue do not mnndate hrondcn#t f l q  
technoloey for Wtd televirion Thpnl: you for your time 

sincatly, 

AUnn M d a  
3058B We8t Blvd 
Bathlahm. PA 18017 
USA 



To Page 1 of I 6 47 52 PM. IO110103 5413023099 

October IO, 2003 

Commlooloner Mthael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 IZth Street NW 
Washlngtan, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchsel Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcas4 flag" technology for dlgkal televlrlon PS a 
consumer and cklren, I feel Dlrongly that such a pollcy would be h d  lor Innmtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon d D N  

A robust, competlttve market for coniumer eleetrenlcr mutt be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty ta Innovate tor thelr 
curtemen Allewlng movie ttudlos to veto features d DN.receptlen equlpment will enable the stud109 to tell technologlsrJ 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't neceaaarlly reflect what conrumen IIke me 
aaually want. and k could result In me belng charged more money tor Inlbrlor tunctlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less Illcely ta make an lnvanment In DN-capable recebrn 
and other equlpmenr I wlll not pay more lor d w l w  that llmk my rlghta at the beh& d Hollywaod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltsl telwlnlon Thank you lor your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Adam Rekunss 
1044 14th Street 
Santa Monlca, CA 90403 
USA 



To Pap0 1 Ol 1 6 46 40 PM. 10110103 5413023099 

October 10, 2003 

Comrmssioner Mchacl J. Coppr 
Federal Commuiucationr Comrmssion 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Midael Coppr, 

I am wnhng to voice my oppormon to my FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" rechnology for &@I 
televirion. As a consumer and ahzen, I fed saongly that such P pohcywould be bad for movahon, consumer 
n&r, and the ultlmnte adopbon of DTV. 

A robus\ compehave mvket for consumer dcctcomcs must be rooted y1 mpnufacturers' ability to movate for 
thar customers. Allowng movie stud~os to vcto fealures of DTV-rccephon equipment d enable the atu&os to 
tell technologists what new products they cun create. l h a  WIU result m pmducti that don't necessdy reflect 
whnt consumers hke me actually WM\ and it could reiult m me b a g  c h v d  more money for mferior 
funcaonnhty. 

If the FCC issue3 a broadcast flug mandate, I would nctudy be leas M y  to make an investment m DTV-cnpable 
ccceiverr nnd other equipment. I WIU not pay more for dmcsi  that h u t  my nghts at thc behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d i p l  tclcasion. h k  you for your tunc. 

Smcerely, 

M a c  Ragura 
81 Woodchuck Hollow Rd 
Cold Spang Harbor, NY 11724 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for dlgltal television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would ba bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ablllty to innovate for their customerrs Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Roy Wells 
3291 Isoline Way SE 
Smyrna. GA 30080 
USA 
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octoba  IO, 2003 

Commbflrmer Michael J Coppn 
F e d 4  Communications Commiirion 

WM- D C 20554 

Denr Michnel Coppn, 

I am mting to voice my opposition to m y  FCCmandated pdopticn of "hadcprt flag technolcgy for Wtd telcvirion pu a connuna 
and citizen. I feel strongly thnt mch a pdicy would be bnd fcu innovntim, conmuma +b. a d  the ultimale ndDption of DTV 

A mbwt competitive mnrket for c o m e r  aleotrrmics mwt be mated m manufncmm' ntdliq to innovate for thek clutoman AUowiq 
movie .tOdi01 to veto feature# of DTV-reception equlpmmt wUl mble the rmdior to tall tschnolo~rtl whnt new prod- they can 
mate Thh will r e d t  in p m d w  thnt don't nccessltily re&& whpt conmuma like ma nctndiy wont ~d it could r e d t  in me baing 
chngcd more money for inferim hctiarmlity 

If the FCC bmen n broadcast ilq mandata. I would d y  be lam W y  to makc y1 invemtmmt in DTV-eapnbls rece iva  and otha  
equipment I will not p0y more for dnricei thnt llmit my rightl It the behert of Hollywood maple do not m d t e  broadcart ilq 
technology for &td television ThpnL you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Dnve Lovaint 
I 3  I52 Vumeer Drive 
Lnke Omego, OR 97035 
USA 

445 12th s-et N W  
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Ombar I O ,  2003 

Commlssbner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Communbatlons Commlaalon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to Wlce my opposklon to nny FCGmnndated adoptlon of "bromdcast flag" technology b r  dlgkal televlslon As B 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that much n pollcy w u l d  be bad for Innwatlon. consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A rebus, competkke markel for consumer electronln must be mated In manuhcturen' ablllty to InnoMte for thclr 
cutlemcn Allewlng movle studlos to veto haturea d DN-recnptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloa to tell technologlm 
what new produch they can create Thls wlll resuk In produeta thst don't nemasarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money b r  Interlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le83 Ilkoly to mako an lnwstment In DN-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for d&ea that llmk my fights at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttnl telwlabn Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely. 

Aaron Kurtr 
2365 Lekh Road 
Glendale, CA 91208 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssbner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlailon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngmn, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Coppa, 

I em wrklng to vnlce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon al "bmadmat flag" technology for dlgltel televlslon As e 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such 8 pollcy would be bad b r  Innmtlon, consumer rlghlo, and the ultlmete 
adnptlon at DlV  

A MbUft. cnrnpetltke market for consumer elechunlca must be rooted In rnanuracturers' ablllty to l n n m t e  b r  thelr 
customen Allavlng mnvle ftudlos to veto hatures 04 DN-nceptlon qulpment wlll enable the studlna to tell technologlots 
what n m  products they can create Thlr wlll niult In producta that don't nemararlly Inflect what conaumen Ilb me 
actually m n t ,  and R could result In me belng chnrged more money lor Inlerlor hrnctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wuld actually be lass llkelytn m e b  an Investment In DN-capable recehrarn 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mom for dwlms thnt llmk my r!ghts at the bahest O4 Holl)wood PIeese do not msndate 
broadcast fag  technolqy Tor dlgltal taiwmlon. Thank you b r  yourtlme 

Slncerely, 

ChrIs Coldewey 
744 Guerrem #7 
Sen Frnnclsco. CA 941 10 
USA 



Odober 10. 2003 

commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
F6dRml Communlcat~ons Commlsslon 
445 12th Rreet, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Deer Mlchael Copps, 

I em wrttlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology br d l g h l  televlslon Aa B 
consumer. amateur rsdln operatar. and ckken. I feel strongly that such 8 pelley would be bnd for Innwutlon, consumer 
rlghts, and the ultlmate adoptlon of DTV 

A robust. competttke market lor consumer electMnlcs must be ro&d In manuhcturam' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
CuItemm Allwlng movle studlos to veto ?eaturn d DW-mceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloa to tell technologlsb 
whi t  new products they can create Thls will mault In pmducta that don't neeanarlly refledwhlt conaumen Ilke me 
actually vnnt. end tt could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor fundlonalHy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast?lag mandnta, I would actually be I w e  Ilbly to malu an Investment In DTV-capable receb'ers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dsvlcw that llmtf my r!ghtn at the behe4 of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology b r  d!ghl telwlslon Thank you for your t h e  

sincerely, 

Myron Getman 
269 stpte Street 
Apertment A 
Albany, NY 12210 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for  their custonsrs Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 


